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If Yes, brief description: DECLARATION FOR DISCUSSION PUPOSE . 

Claim(s) discussed: as of record . 

Identification of prior art discussed: As of record . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)03 was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was. 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Attorney showed examiner declaration that would be submitted in 
response to the final rejection. Examiner informed the attorney that the declaration will not be entered since it will not 
be timely filed. Examiner reviewed the declaration and informed the attorney that the showing in the declaration is not 
commensurate with the scope of claims since the declaration showed results using candelillia wax with specific melting 
point as the oil soluble resin and no other resin was tested. Declaration does not have results with respect to end 
points drawn to thickness of the fiber and length and also weight percent of the fiber. Declaration showed results for 
fibers treated with silica and fibers treated with 5 % perfluoroalkyl silane and this compound is very specific to formula 
(2) of JP '932, wherein X is -OCH2CH3 ANS a=4, b=2, c=1 and JP '932 teaches different fluorine compounds and 
declaration did not show results for untreated polypropylene fiber without silica, therefore the testing in the declaration 
is not commensurate with the scope of claims . 



